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A Further Word 
On Ralston Purina 
And TV Animals 
By John A. Hoyt 
In the Autumn 1975 issue of The Humane Society News, 
an article entitled "Cruelty to Animals in the Film Industry" 
described various training methods and housing conditions 
HSUS found objectionable and inhumane. Based on HSUS 
findings, a Jack Anderson column (Oct. 22) described con-
ditions purportedly involving the Ralston Purina Company 
that Ralston Purina immediately denied. 
After a series of conversations and meetings with rep-
resentatives of Ralston Purina on Oct. 28 and 29, HSUS 
included with our Autumn 1975 News a statement acknowl-
edging and correcting the alleged inaccuracies contained in 
the article and reported in the Anderson column. It is obvious 
from a review of the record that our willingness to try to cor-
rect a possible error was based on their attorney's flat asser-
tion that Ralston Purina had in their possession documented 
evidence that they had not used this facility for about one 
year. To us, 'this meant that no animal housed in this facility 
was being used in Purina commercials. Perhaps we should 
have been a little more skeptical, but we do pride ourselves 
in trying to be fair and humane not only to animals, but to 
people as well. 
It was subsequently admitted by Ralston Purina that they 
had used the facility during the period in question. Their at-
torney told our general counsel on Nov. 7 that he had dis-
covered this fact after our Oct. 28-29 conference, but we 
note that as late as Nov. 7 Ralston Purina was still telling 
their customers that the HSUS report "is totally inaccurate 
as to any allegations relating to Ralston Purina Company," 
and that they "have not used the facility in question." It is 
now quite clear that Ralston Purina did in fact use the facil-
ity in question prior to and during this period. HSUS hopes 
that company officials have now established safeguards in 
order that there cannot be a repeat of this poor performance. 
HSUS finds it interesting, saddening, and a bit surprising 
that a pet food company that allegedly "has a longstanding 
policy calling for the humane treatment of all animals" is 
currently seeking to discredit HSUS, while at the same time 
appearing to exonerate a facility that has not provided prop-
er care and treatment to all its animals. We responded to 
Ralston Purina in good faith in the issuance of our explana-
tory note in the last issue of The Humane Society News. 
That our explanatory note was itself partially incorrect is be-
cause of inaccuracies conveyed to us by Ralston Purina. 
More to be deplored, however, is Ralston Purina's deliberate 
efforts to descredit HSUS's effort to bring about better con-
ditions and care for animals being used in TV commercials 
and other film activities. 
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HSUS Founder, 
Treasurer Dies 
Oliver M. Evans, 69, a founder and 
former president of The Humane Society 
of the United States, died on Dec. 16. 
Mr. Evans, a native of Montclair, N.J., 
was a director or officer of HSUS 
throughout its 21-year history. He was 
serving as treasurer at the time of his 
death. 
A quiet and reserved man, Mr. Evans 
was a champion of humane treatment 
for animals and an advocate of better 
care for the mentally retarded. He 
served on the board of trustees of St. 
John's Child Development Center in 
Washington, D.C., and on the National 
Capital Area Council of the Boy Scouts 
of America. 
As a young man, Mr. Evans went west 
to join his father in the mining business 
in St. Louis after graduating Phi Beta 
Kappa from Princeton University. While 
living in Missouri, he served as pres-
ident of the Animal Protective Assn. of 
St. Louis, president of the St. Louis 
Audobon Society, president of the Edge-
wood Child Center, St. Louis, and a 
director of the Missouri League for Hu-
mane Progress. 
Evans believed the humane move-
ment provided a philosophical answer 
and positive programs that could help 
solve social problems and problems of 
conservation and the environment, as 
well as problems relating to the wel-
fare of animals. He was convinced that 
these problem areas were caused in 
large measure by the general failure of 
people to accept the moral imperative 
that would motivate them to be actively 
kind to all living creatures. 
This benevolence was clearly exhib-
ited in 1963 when Mr. Evans became 
president of HSUS and served until 1967 
without remuneration. 
His interest in animal welfare extend-
ed internationally to the World Federa-
tion for the Protection of Animals 
(WFPA), headquartered in Zurich, 
Switzerland. He was a member of the 
WFPA, Inc., which is the U.S. arm of 
that organization. 
"He devoted his life to all living 
creatures," said HSUS President John A. 
Hoyt upon learning of Evans' death. "Ol-
iver Evans was a dignified, retiring man 
Oliver M. Evans 
whose zeal for the welfare of the help-
less is difficult to duplicate. His life 
stands as an indelible reminder for all 
those who share the reverence for life 
philosophy." 
An example of Evans' lifelong care 
and concern for the helpless occurred in 
1966 when he made a dramatic televi-
sion presentation to develop support for 
the care of animals in research facilities. 
He was accompanied to the broadcast-
ing studio by a mongrel dog he had 
found wandering in the Georgetown sec-
tion of Washington, D.C. The dog, with 
an induced tumor on its head and its 
vocal cords cut, had obviously escaped 
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from a research laboratory. "Only after 
3 months of care did the dog realize that 
there was such a thing as companion-
ship and play," Evans said. "One of our 
major complaints is treatment of ani-
mals which have had major surgery done 
and are left in their cages to live or 
die without proper post-operative care." 
Mr. Evans is survived by his wife, 
Irene Williams Evans, and his son, Sam, 
a practicing attorney in London, Eng-
land, and four grandchildren. Contribu-
tions in memory of Oliver Evans may 
be made to The Humane Society of the 
United States to support prevention of 
cruelty to animals. 0 
Are We Right in Demanding 
An End to Animal Cruelty? 
By Roger Caras 
EDITOR'S NOTE: The following article was delivered as the 
keynote speech at the 1975 HSUS Annual Conference last 
October in Houston, Texas. 
Our discussion has been titled "Cruel-ty-So What?" What kind of a ques-
tion is that? Do we need an explanation 
for what we do, what we believe in, 
what we fight for? Surprisingly enough, 
we do. We should pause, and we should 
determine if we are right. Perhaps, and 
mind you I only say perhaps, we take 
too much for granted, for who here has 
really questioned our cause in a very 
long time? 
If we are right, we would see an end 
to the fur trade. What would an end to 
the fur trade mean? Many highly skilled 
and creative people would have to re-
channel their efforts-marginal income 
people on the wilderness fringes would 
lose a source of income as retail and 
wholesale operations simply shrivel up 
and die. Do we have a right to work 
toward these ends? Are we right in even 
wanting them to come about? 
All right, that is the question, and here 
is my answer: You're darn tootin' we are 
right. Jobs will be lost-they would be 
lost if the drug trade shrivelled up to-
morrow, too. Narcotics officers would 
be fired, U.S. Customs could cut back 
on labor, the courts would be under less 
pressure, and so would the public prose-
cutor; therefore, fewer would work in 
those quarters. Well, if it is right to ig-
nore those imaginary pleas and work 
and pray for an end to drug addiction, 
it is right to say "enough" to the fur 
trade. Enough agony! Leghold traps, be 
gone! Furriers, close down your sa-
lons. Leave our wildlife alone and close 
your mink and fox torture farms, what-
ever the momentary cost (and it will only 
be momentary as these things go). 
I say we are right. I say the fur indus-
try must die, every last shred of it. And 
if we have ever tried to accommodate 
ourselves to that industry and said 
"Think mink" in the hopes that ranch-
raised furs meant less suffering than 
wild-caught furs, we can forget that one. 
The only way to get people to stop 
wearing the wrong furs is to get them to 
wear no furs at all. Jobs be damned! We 
are right on that count. 
But are we right in calling for humane 
slaughter? Do we come close to a 
dangerous edge with that one? Are we 
not on the verge of interfering with re-
ligious freedom? That would be a dan-
gerous, not to say unfortunate, posture 
for the humane community. No again, 
we are right for those things we hate-
shackling and hoisting in uncontrolled 
slaughterhouses-have nothing what-
soever to do with religion. Nothing! And 
we must never be deterred by false 
claims that ttiere is a connection. 
There is none. 
I have personally visited slaughter-
houses in Israel and discussed the mat-
ter with the veterinarians in charge. They 
were horrified by what I had to tell them. 
And I was told that meat slaughtered the 
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way it is done here in the n~me of the 
Jewish faith could not even be marketed 
in Israel, the Jewish state, because of 
the cruelties involved. As often as not, 
those uncontrolled slaughterhouses are 
not even run by the people of the faith 
they claim to serve. Shackling and hoist-
ing is an economic expediency with no 
basis in religion and, therefore, it has no 
bearing on religious freedom. I would be 
glad to be questioned on that one. 
Again, we are right. 
What about rodeo? This is a bicen-
tennial year. We have had a bad time 
lately in this country, and self-image is 
not without importance. What about 
rodeo? Is it not Americana? Of course 
it is, much of it legitimate. But so was 
slavery, cannibalism in the Donner 
Pass, the Bad Day at Black Rock, Pro-
hibition, the slaughter of the American 
Indians and the wasting of their price-
less cultures, the slaughter of the bison, 
and the slaughter of the whale-all 
Americana. But which would you see 
persist? Lynching blacks and the Ku 
Klux Klan, Father Coughlin, Joe Mc-
Carthy, and the vigilantes-all Ameri-
cana, like the rodeo, a part of our his-
tory. Is that excuse enough for a cultural 
artifact to persist? I should not think so. 
I think we are right. 
I think rodeo can be modified so 
as to no longer torture animals. It need 
not go. It can accommodate itself. It 
can be a wild west show that will not cut 
into regional pride, will not deface self-
image and will preserve a fragment of 
history. But those accommodations 
must be made. They persist in our time 
not as history, but as the huckstering 
of showfolk. They are quick buck tricks, 
crowd pleasers (they had real crowd 
pleasers in the Roman arena, too-
Caligula loved them). Let us not mistake 
hue ksteri ng for historical pride and na-
tional image. We are right in calling for 
a modification, a profound modification 
of the present rodeo card, and let the 
devil have our enemy, for that is good 
company for both. 
Well, we are raising havoc, aren't we? 
We have let the fur industry simply die, 
we have hacked out a cancerous sore in 
the meat processing industry, and we 
have asked the people of that branch of 
show business known as rodeo to 
straighten up and act like men and not 
monsters. Where else would we lay our 
heavy hand? 
In the laboratory, for one place. Are 
we right when we ask for modification in 
the research community? You better be-
lieve. Unlike some of you, perhaps, I am 
not an anti-vivisectionist. My mother 
died of lung cancer, and I know what 
that means. I would see a lot of mice die 
of that disease before I would see anoth-
er member of my family, or one of you, 
die of cancer. I do not know enough 
about medicine to know point-for-point 
what must be done with live animals and 
what can be done instead with cell cul-
tures and computer models. 
Perhaps none of us knows quite 
enough or quite as much as we should. 
But I do know this from long association 
with the scientific community (not as an 
adversary but as a friend): about 80% 
of what goes on in the laboratory has 
nothing whatsoever to do with the 
good of mankind. Only 20% can be ex-
alted to that level. That remaining 80% 
is for the fun, profit, reputation, or other 
benefit of the experimenter. I am not a 
mathematician but that would seem to 
say to me that we can start with an 80% 
reduction in the number of animals used, 
and if that conclusion is a reductum ad 
absurdum, I'll settle (for the time being) 
for 75%. We may be a little less sure of 
ourselves beside the laboratory bench 
than we are by the rodeo chute or the 
slaughterhouse ramp or the leghold trap 
set. But this I can tell you: We have 
enough right on our side to push on 
ahead, know .it better, and clean that 
mess up. 
N ext, what might we question our-
selves on next? A very compli-
cated one-hunting. That is a multi-bil-
lion-dollar industry. The per capita in-
comes of some states are raised almost 
$50 each year by out-of-state hunters. 
The transportation complexes in this 
country, the hotel and motel industry, 
the chemical industry, real estate values, 
the whole outdoor sport and equipment 
industrial complex-all are tied up with 
hunting. Billions of dollars and some first-
rate conservationists are involved. 
"Are we right when we 
ask for modification in 
the research community?" 
And who are we to ask them all to 
stop? We are duck eaters who say do 
not shoot duck for your table, although 
you pay more for that duck in the shoot-
ing of it than we do while asking some 
unseen person to stick a knife in the 
throat of ours. We who say do not hunt 
and eat venison, eat beef and lamb and 
veal-mind you, veal! Do not hunt and 
eat pheasant, say we who eat chicken 
(a related bird, by the way, simply gal-
linaceous cousins under the feather). We 
who bring that 25-pound turkey to the 
table on Thanksgiving and Christmas 
say "Hold! Stop! You are wrong!" to 
him who would gain a traditional bird by 
gobbling away in the woods and shoot-
ing his own. Our bird is antiseptic be-
cause we do not watch its death. He 
who will, we call wrong. It is not un-
complicated unless you are a vegetari-
an, and then it is very straightforward 
and simple. We who eat meat, though, 
had better search a little deeper before 
we sit in judgment. 
Let us study a recent series of events 
that reflects on this matter. CBS televi-
sion had a special. It was called "Guns 
of Autumn." Despite some spurious ad-
vertising claims, that show was not 
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based on any one book, nor was it in-
spjred by any one member of the hu-
mane community. It was an idea born in 
the mind of the show's producer, lrv 
Drasnin. My book "Death as a Way of 
Life," as well as other books on hunt-
ing-38 in all, was consulted and used 
as source material. On top of that, my 
files were loaned to CBS, and I was a 
paid consultant to ·the producers, as 
were other people with some knowledge 
of this field. 
Word leaked early, and hunting 
groups, the National Shooting Sports 
Fdn. and the National Rifle Assn., among 
others, began their campaign. They tried 
to coax and then later coerce CBS not 
to do the show-although they knew 
nothing of the content. When they failed 
there they started on the sponsors and 
did in fact get all but one-Block Drugs 
-to back out. Even that failed, and on 
Sept. 5 the show was aired. The scream 
went up-they howled and roared and 
moaned. 
And from that carefully orchestrated 
outcry another show was born at CBS. 
It was called "Echoes of the Guns of 
Autumn," and on it our president, John 
Hoyt, deported himself handsomely-
coming off as the reasonable, intelligent, 
and informed gentleman he is. Not 
everyone on the show did as well. 
~e claim made by the hunting com-
• ~unity was that "The Guns of Au-
tumn" lacked typicality-that was a 
word used by a lot of them: typicality. 
It did not show all of hunting, just what 
they call "slob hunters." Okay, when 
asked to react to the show by CBS, I 
was forced to agree with the hunters 
that the show did omit too much. I listed 
these points as missing from "The Guns 
of Autumn"-points that would have 
helped viewers have a more representa-
tional picture of hunting as it is in Ameri-
ca. A picture painted by an Andrew 
Wyeth instead of a Paul Klee. 
• There were no scenes in the morgue-
not one picture of a hunter killed by 
another hunter. No dead teenage kids 
shot by mistake. 
• No interview with orphans or widows 
of men and women killed by hunters-
no evidence of shooting accidents. 
• No dead cows or horses-no live-
stock shot by mistake or in frustration 
or in retaliation for a farmer posting 
his land. 
• No cut fences or gates-no trespass-
ing by hunters. 
• No farm houses or barns shot up and 
vandalized by hunters. 
• No highway signs or "No Hunting" 
signs shot up by hunters-although 
hundreds of thousands of dollars a 
year are spent repairing that damage. 
• No hunting from aircraft-we saw 
none of that. 
• No misuse or abuse of off-road vehi-
cles-no hunting from snowmobiles, 
dune buggies, 4-wheel drive veh.icles, 
or swamp buggies. All omitted. 
• No drunk or careless hunters. 
• No hunting out of season. 
• No hunters exceeding the bag limit. 
• No hunters shooting endangered spe-
cies or non-game species like song-
birds. 
• No hunters jacking deer at night 
with a spotlight. 
• No hunter turning a living animal into 
a pincushion with his bow and arrow 
-no animals being bled to death. 
• No trophy hunters shooting six ani-
mals because they can't decide which 
one has the biggest set of horns or 
antlers-then picking one and leaving 
the rest to rot. 
• No deer being run by hounds. 
• No hunting dogs being given live rac-
coons and other small animals to tear 
apart and practice on. 
• No hunters threatening farmers or 
local law-enforcement officers who 
try to interfere with their plans. 
• No carcasses left to rot because the 
hunter didn't want anything but kicks 
anyway. 
• No tally sheet from state or federal 
game officials showing what enormous 
percentage of the much-vaunted hunt-
ing license dollar must go to police 
the licensee and not help wildlife at 
all-and how much of the general tax 
revenue must be diverted into control 
of hunting and hunters. 
Well, there are 20 points "The Guns 
of Autumn" never got to make, so I 
would have to agree with the hunters 
that the show did fall somewhat short 
of real typicality. Paul Klee won. 
B ut there is something else about 
that show, and I think it reflects on 
what we are talking about here. It was 
the reaction of the hunting community 
and the industrial complex that helps 
them bolster their fading self-image. Our 
libraries are chock-full of books that 
further the fiction that the hunter is the 
original and true great American. The 
hero-in-the-field-type book is found in 
all public libraries by the hundreds. 
Our newsstands are covered with 
American Rifleman, Guns and Ammo, 
Guns Magazine, Sports Afield, Field and 
Stream, Outdoor Life, and all of the other 
magazines that are filled with nothing 
but articles about how great the hunter 
is and how brave and how durable, how 
the hunter is the only real sportsman and 
the. only real conservationist and the only 
real animal lover. 
Most newspapers today have hunting 
and fishing columns-sometimes more 
than one. "The American Sportsman" 
was on ABC for years featuring every 
imaginable kind of supercelebrity shoot-
ing everything that moved and always 
made to look the cool hero. Manufactur-
ers from shoes to cigarettes, from 
camper trucks to tent pegs, feature 
hunters in their ads. Sporting goods 
manufacturers issue catalogs filled 
with the things for killing. 
"Why are the 
hunters afraid?" 
Now, wait just a moment at this point. 
Has the humane community asked that 
those books come off the library shelves? 
Has the humane community asked that 
the hunting magazines stop publishing? 
Have we insisted that "The American 
Sportsman" be banned from public air-
ways? Have those of us in the humane 
community tried to ban catalogs for 
killing gear from the U.S. mails? Then 
why are the hunters afraid? We are not 
afraid of free speech in America, but 
they are. We frighten them, you know. 
I have seen a lot of bumper stickers 
on cars, trucks, jeeps, and hunting rigs. 
The stickers read "Register Communists 
Not Guns." I am sure you have all seen 
those charming and logical bits of con-
temporary American folk art. For shame. 
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I think the hunters have acted an awful 
lot like communists. Isn't that what com-
munists do, try to get the other side 
muzzled so that they can't be heard? 
Isn't that what the hunters did? Didn't 
they try to force "The Guns of Autumn" 
out of existence? I think the American 
hunter is too guilty of communist tactics 
ever to wear such a bumper sticker with 
pride again, except perhaps in the mid-
dle of his forehead where it would look 
as silly as it really is. 
Why do you and I frighten the hunt-
er? He has his magazines, books, 
catalogs, national ads, television shows. 
He has a President that calls for Na-
tional Hunting Day. He has all of that, 
yet, unlike us, he is afraid to have us 
speak. While I, at least, welcome his 
voice, I have never heard a hunter talk 
for very long without making a bloody 
fool of himself. It is not without reason 
that the National Shooting Sports Fdn. 
and the National Rifle Assn. and other 
interested groups print brochures telling 
hunters how to reply if challenged by a 
non-hunter. Imagine you and me need-
ing a guide to tell someone why it is 
wrong not to spay a cat or why it is bad 
to play coon-on-a-log! 
I think it is very germaine, very in-
portant for us to understand why we in-
still such fear in hunters when we do 
nothing more or less American than ex-
press our view or why they literally go 
wild when a network expresses a point 
of view that isn't dictated chapter and 
verse by their party line. The answer to 
aLl of that contains the answer to the 
question, "How can meat eaters still ob-
ject to hunting?" Think about this. 
I, for one, believe a woman has a 
right to decide whether or not she is 
ready or able to become a mother. I 
firmly believe in birth control and abor-
tion, but that doesn't mean I have to 
work in an abortion clinic in order to 
justify my belief. I believe autopsies 
should be done on the deceased for the 
proper determination of cause of death 
and for the further education of medical 
practitioners. Must I then want to work 
in a post-mortem room? I believe that 
Charles Manson at least belongs in 
prison for the rest of his life-at least 
that. Must I then want to be a prison 
guard? In some cases I believe in capi-
tal punishment. Must I vie to become 
the hangman? I believe in a strong pro-
fessional and honest police force to 
keep order in our cluttered urban lives. 
Must I rush after every siren and run to 
the scene of every mishap, crime, and 
disaster? I know our surplus dogs and 
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"Hunting is a poison for our children. It is a shame on us 
who have failed for yet another generation to clean it up." 
cats must be euthanized in great num-
bers. Must I want to do the job? (At one 
time, for a time, I did do it and know 
what it is like well enough!) 
Must I want to do every dirty job that 
there is to be done in our society? Must 
I have leprosy to care about the leper? 
Must I be paralyzed to want to contribute 
to the handicapped? The argument that 
meat eaters are in trouble on this hunt-
ing thing only seems like a sensible 
argument. There is no sense to it at all. 
We have the digestive system of the 
carnivore, and many of us still eat 
meat-most of us do, in fact. That does 
not mean that we cannot decry unneces-
sary killing and hurting. And it certainly 
does not mean that we cannot scream 
bloody murder when fellow men get their 
kicks out of inflicting pain and death, for 
when one of us does it we all do it. Let 
there be no mistake about that: We in 
the humane community are not isolated 
-we have no ivory tower and no corner 
in heaven. We are of man, of the union 
of man and woman, condemned like all 
men to a human life span, and we live 
in the company of our fellows. We share 
the glories and the disaster of being hu-
man. It is mankind we seek to elevate 
not just our own egos. 
Hunting is an absurd anachronism; it 
is a leftover thing. It is a shard of a 
buried culture, an unwelcome artifact of 
another kind of man. We are trying to 
excise it, or exorcise it, not reaffirm in 
some incestuous little cluster that we are 
right and someone else is wrong. 
We all know you can photograph wild-
life and not shoot it-or that you can 
just look at it. We all know these things, 
so what we are trying to do is get rid of 
something that is sick in society and 
something that retards the growth of all 
men and all mankind. It is a poison for 
our children. It is a shame on us who 
have failed for yet another generation to 
clean it up. Remember this always: In 
your lifetime you will meet many non-
hunters who were former hunters, men 
and women who have matured and 
stopped the nonsense. You will never 
meet a non-hunter who has matured into 
a hunter. 
If we want to question ourselves at all 
on the subject of hunting, let us ask our-
selves why we have failed to phase it 
out, this nasty little mean thing so many 
of us still do. Remember this as well: 
There is hope in what we saw in "The 
Guns of Autumn" affair. We now know 
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that they, the hunters, are terrified of us 
while we fear them not a bit. And they 
have the guns. Our voices send them 
into panic, theirs bore us. I like our side 
the better, much the better, of the two. 
We could go on, of course. We have 
other fights-racing green-legged, 2-
year-old horses, racing greyhounds, 
dog fighting, cockfighting, the protection 
of our feral horses (mustangs and oth-
ers), predator control, and a score more. 
But in each of them I promise you, you 
will find our side right. We err in occa-
sional fact, we misjudge an enemy, we 
say things that sound not as good as we 
thought they would before we started 
speaking. We lose our tempers, and we 
get intemperate. We fight among our-
selves. We squabble like naughty chil-
dren. We disagree on procedure and 
technique, and we never seem to agree 
on priorities because as individuals we 
are each more horrified by one thing 
than another. And so we tangle on that 
again and again, as individual personali-
ties. 
But behind all of that, behind our ef-
forts and mistakes and miscalculations, 
behind every misstep there is this one 
single overriding right. I have said it 
(Continued on page 21.) 
Scientists at the University of Minnesota observe a rat being used to study human diseases. 
Scientific Community Examines 
Use of Animals in Research 
8 
Is it possible for scientists to con-
tinue making medical progress without 
the use of live animals in biomedical 
research? If it is not, is society willing 
to put human life in jeopardy to save 
animal life? 
These and many other controversial 
questions concerning the use of ani-
mals in biomedical research were dis-
cussed recently by more than 120 dis-
tinguished scientists, humanitarians, and 
legal experts at a National Academy of 
Science (NAS) symposium in Washing-
ton, D.C. The symposium, held last 
October, marked the first time that the 
scientific community has publicly ex-
amined its use of animals in research 
experimentation. Participants explored 
ethical, philosophical, and legal as-
pects of biomedical research, as well 
as alternatives to the use of live animals 
in biomedical experimentation. 
Guy R. Hodge, HSUS director of data 
services, attended the symposium and 
characterized the high level meeting as 
a response by NAS to rising public crit-
icism concerning scientists' use of ani-
mals in research projects. He also said 
NAS is worried about restrictive legisla-
tion that may be proposed to limit the 
use of animals in research unless the 
scientific community clearly demon-
strates the benefits and humaneness of 
its research methods. 
Public skepticism about the proper 
care, handling, and utilization of experi-
mental animals has grown rapidly in the 
past few years as the news media has 
focused national attention on numerous 
inhumane and seemingly frivolous ex-
periments performed by research 
scientists. Dr. Irving Ladimer, a legal 
expert for the Mount Sinai School of 
Medicine in New York City, told sym-
posium participants that the public be-
lieves that scientists have not, despite 
assurances of noble and humane mo-
tives, shown appropriate concern for 
other living creatures. He said their 
interest in material and professional 
accomplishments has blinded them to 
the pain to which animals are subjected. 
Scientists in the federal government 
and private industry are conducting ani-
mal experiments at thousands of re-
search facilities throughout the U. S. 
that inflict suffering and pain on mil-
lions of living creatures annually. A re-
cent U. S. Dept. of Agriculture report 
showed that 1.5 million live animals 
were used in federally regulated re-
search projects in 1973. This figure in-
cludes thousands of tests involving pain-
ful procedures in which animals were 
deprived of pain relief because it would 
interfere with the results of the experi-
ments. Additionally, the latest available 
survey conducted by NAS revealed that 
more than 43 million live mammals were 
used in 1971 by all research facilities in 
the United States. Some biomedical 
researchers predict this figure will rise 
to more than 100 million by 1980. HSUS 
believes the number of animals now be-
ing used and the predicted increases in-
dicate that researchers are not actively 
pursuing alternatives to live animal 
research. 
The fact of the matter is that behind 
closed doors animals are being assaulted 
with an exotic array of chemicals and 
weapons under the guise of national 
security and human safety. Despite 
scientists' claims that biomedical ex-
perimentation has led to advances in 
medical knowledge, many procedures 
using animals to test such items as 
cosmetics, Christmas tree sprays, 
church candles, oven cleaners, bubble 
baths, and zipper lubricants appear to 
be unnecessary. 
Many examples of inhumane experi-
mentation were detailed by participants 
at the symposium. One experiment was 
described in which chimpanzees were 
administered electrical shock resulting 
in underlying tissue damage so exten-
sive that skin grafting had to be per-
formed in order to heal the wounds. 
Another experiment, called a writhing 
test, subjects animals to intense agony 
to evaluate the pain relieving property 
of a chemical. Other animals are sac-
rificed in a myriad of experiments involv-
ing asphyxiation, blinding, burning, de-
compression, freezing, irradiation, and 
starvation. 
Christine G. Stevens, president of 
the Animal Welfare Institute, told sym-
posium participants that in most labora-
tory animal facilities pain and fear go 
unrelieved by drugs, kindness, or intel-
ligent planning. "There can be no doubt 
that the right of laboratory animals to 
protection against cruelty, neglect, in-
adequate quarters, hunger, thirst, and 
fear is now recognized," she said. "It 
is further recognized that self-policing 
(by biomedical researchers) to ensure 
these rights is not acceptable." 
Many scientists at the symposium 
staunchly defended the use of live ani-
mals for research purposes. Dr. Fred C. 
Davidson, president of the University of 
Georgia, said if it were not for experi-
mentation with animals man's capacity 
to vaccinate against many infectious 
diseases would not have been achieved. 
He said enormous insights have been 
gained from such investigations, lead-
ing to vast improvements in human 
health and welfare. Other scientists 
claimed that organ transplants, and even 
the conquest of space, would not have 
been possible without using live animals 
in experiments. 
A major issue of contention at the 
symposium was the viability of testing 
substances on animals earmarked for 
human use. Many critics, including 
HSUS, feel it is not possible to reach 
any firm conclusions about the effects 
of a substance for humans from tes"ts 
on other species. Further, HSUS con-
tends that toxicity testing on live ani-
mals as now required by the Food and 
Drug Adm. (FDA) to test the safety of 
serums, drugs, and cosmetics is cruel, 
archaic, and unreliable and should be 
A physiologist at the University of Colorado Medical Center used this goat to determine the 
extent to which a lack of oxygen contributes to abnormal heart functioning. This asphyxiation 
experiment is only one example of many painful experiments conducted by research scien-
tists annually. 
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Biomedical researchers check on the progress of a monkey in a reproductive biology ex-
periment at the University of Pennsylvania School of Medicine. 
replaced by modern methods not involv-
ing animal life. HSUS also believes that, 
in pursuit of ensuring human safety, 
FDA is often overzealous in the amount 
of animal testing required. 
HSUS's position was supported by 
several scientists at the symposium. Dr. 
George J. Race, professor of pathology 
at the University of Texas, said that ani-
mals are highly variable and difficult to 
measure. "Genetic variation of the ani-
mal, age, sex, and general health sub-
stantially reduce precision in biological 
investigation," he said. Dr. Evan G. Pat-
tishall, professor of behavioral science 
at the Pennsylvania State University 
School of Medicine, said behavioral fac-
tors such as fear, stress, and fatigue 
have a great influence on the results of 
experiments, thereby adding to greater 
possibility of error in those results. 
Several scientists expressed concern 
over legislation or regulations being en-
acted to restrict animal experimenta-
tion. Dr. Sol Kramer, professor of 
ethology at the University of Florida, 
said the increased number of animals 
being used in research will make new 
regulations necessary. Kramer asked, 
"But how will we avoid a bureaucratic 
maze of inspections? Who will decide 
whether an experiment will contribute to 
the advancement of knowledge? How 
should we define pain?" 
Alternative methods to the use of 
live animals such as tissue and cell cul-
tures, biomathematical models, com-
puters, and other substitutes were dis-
cussed in great detail. It was stressed 
that the use of cell cultures (cells ob-
tained from an organism and grown or 
maintained under controlled conditions) 
removed the possibility of physical vari-
ance, in that the cultures come from the 
same source and are therefore uniform. 
Mathematical and computer models of 
biological systems are aimed at sharp-
ening research procedures to ensure 
experiments are designed in the most 
efficient manner possible, using fewer 
animal subjects, saving money, effort, 
and time. These models also make the 
most effective use of information scien-
tists already possess, thereby eliminating 
needless repetition of experiments. Most 
symposium scientists agreed that, while 
alternative methods serve to reduce 
the requirements for animal experimen-
tation, they cannot stand as substitutes. 
However, HSUS believes that biomed-
10 
ical researchers have not promoted or 
used these alternative methods to the 
extent now possible. 
Dr. George T. Harrell, vice president 
of the Hershey Medical Center at Penn-
sylvania State University, indicated that 
the scientific community has shown a 
lack of enthusiasm for innovative alter-
native research methods. He pointed 
out that scientists have made slow 
progress toward creating educational 
curriculum that would form humane 
attitudes and efficient research tech-
niques in veterinary and medical stu-
dents. Harrell estimated that only 20% 
of the nation's 19 veterinary schools 
have courses in laboratory animal care. 
Dr. Carol M. Newton, professor of bio-
mathematics at the University of Cali-
fornia at Los Angeles, said that classes 
in alternative research methods are 
woefully lacking in most veterinary and 
medical schools. She recommended that 
computer and biomathematical training 
be made available at all levels of the 
biomedical research students' educa-
tional career. 
HSUS Executive Vice President Pat-
rick B. Parkes called the symposium a 
major step forward by the scientific 
community toward reassessing its use 
of animals in research. "I hope the 
symposium marks an end to the re-
search community's indifference and 
outright opposition toward reducing 
animal suffering," he said. 
Parkes pointed out that, although it 
is not an anti-vivisection society, HSUS 
believes that many animals are used in 
experiments that involve completely un-
necessary suffering. He said that this 
suffering results mostly from indiffer-
ence, inertia, and lack of proper scien-
tific training of those researchers con-
ducting laboratory animal experiments 
and tests. 
Continued Parkes: "We believe that 
serious and continuing efforts in many 
directions are needed by the humane 
movement to correct these abuses. 
Cruelty in the laboratory should be 
stopped. Needless pain and lack of 
consideration for the animal victims 
must end. Unnecessary and repetitious 
experiments and research procedures 
must cease. Young scientists should be 
trained in techniques that use non-
sentient and less sensitive forms of life. 
Alternative methods of testing drugs and 
cosmetics should be used and promoted 
vigorously. All of this, we feel, is pos-
sible without a basic interference with 
the potential benefits to humanity of 
using animals in biomedical re-
search." D 
will be stopped only by a federal ban. 
The ban that all 50 states have in effect 
has been totally ineffective in stopping 
the activity, largely because it has been 
relegated to the category of a mis-
demeanor. California recently enacted 
legislation to overcome this obstacle by 
giving law enforcement officials the 
choice of making it either a misdemean-
or or a felony. 
Organizations working to stop dog 
fighting should take note of the tactics 
used by dog fighters in trying to block 
the California legislation. The dog fight-
ers hired a professional lobbying firm to 
help them convince legislators that the 
only bad aspect of the activity is betting. 
With the aid of animal welfare organiza-
tions, this approach failed. 
Dantzler, who took over the HSUS 
Dept. of Field Services and Investiga-
tions last November, has issued an ap-
peal to individuals and groups through-
out the nation to supply him with infor-
mation about dog fight activities in their 
vincinity. "I would like to make HSUS 
headquarters a clearing house for dog 
fighting information," he said. 0 
The Payoff ... 
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Annual Conference Speakers Predict 
Bleak Future for America's Animals 
If someone had polled the 270 per-
sons from 33 states who attended the 
1975 HSUS Annual Conference in Hous-
ton last October, it's a safe bet their as-
sessment of the future for animals would 
not have been optimistic. Working within 
the theme "Animals: Assessing Their 
Future," conference speakers painted a 
pessimistic outlook for the nation's 
animals. 
Naturalist Roger Caras was the first 
speaker to sound a note of alarm when 
he took conferees on a photographic 
safari of East Africa. As animal after 
animal flashed on the screen, Caras 
said, "You'd better go to Africa now if 
you want to see them in their natural 
habitat." 
In another slide presentation, factory 
farming authority Mrs. Ruth Harrison 
conducted a tour of the growing agri-
business setting in which thousands of 
chickens are jammed into wire cages 
after their beaks have been clipped to 
keep them from pecking on each other. 
She showed young calves imprisoned in 
very tight quarters in order to produce 
white veal and pigs slipping and sliding 
in their own filth on steel floors. 
Occasionally, like a breath of fresh 
air, Mrs. Harrison showed improved 
conditions at American and overseas 
locations. But these examples were few 
and far between. Mrs. Harrison, an 
English citizen who studied factory farm-
ing in the United States at HSUS's re-
quest, made it very clear that humani-
tarians will have to be more vigilant and 
more verbal about cruelties behind the 
meat counter. 
In a report on progress toward find-
ing an effective pet contraceptive, 
Lloyd Faulkner, D.V.M., warned that 
birth control has been dangerously over-
emphasized as a solution to the surplus 
pet problem. No contraceptive will sub-
stitute for responsible pet owners, he 
said. A massive public educational pro-
gram aimed at teaching pet owner re-
sponsibility must be the highest priority 
in efforts to solve the problem, said the 
chairman of the Dept. of Physiology and 
Biophysics at Colorado State University. 
"Owners who believe they are doing a 
kindness by giving their pets the free-
dom to run loose are unaware or uncon-
cerned about the disturbances, damage, 
and accidents their free-roaming animals 
cause," he said. "They must be con-
vinced that they have a responsibility to 
control their animals' reproductive func-
tions, as well as to confine them to com-
fortable, sanitary quarters where they 
will not impose a burden on society." 
Faulkner described several alterna-
tives to surgical sterilization, including 
oral contraceptives, injectable hor-
mones, skin implants, and intravaginal 
devices. One of the most convenient 
contraceptives he mentioned was a fe-
male hormone called Ovaban. The medi-
cation is designed to retard estrus and is 
given orally when the first signs of heat 
are noted in the animal. The pill has a 
brewer's yeast flavor that animals enjoy 
and has the added advantage of retard-
ing nervousness that is usually evident 
during the estrus cycle. 
Faulkner stressed that much more re-
search must be done in order to find a 
long-term contraceptive that will be less 
dependent on pet owner initiative for 
success. Progress has been very slow 
because of insufficient funds to support 
research efforts, he said. 
The most positive assessment of the 
future came from wildlife biologist Vic-
tor B. Scheffer, Ph. D., recipient of the 
1975 HSUS Joseph Wood Krutch Medal. 
An influx of young, ecologically minded 
people into wildlife management will re-
sult in more concern within the profes-
sion about the welfare of animals than 
"bag limits" and extended hunting sea-
sons, he predicted. 
Among the other predictions he made 
were these: 
• Biocontrol through habitat will be-
come one of the best ways of dealing 
with nuisance wildlife populations. (Bio-
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control is the use of animal behavioral 
information about one species to con-
trol another species. Wildlife managers 
use this information to pit animals 
against animals for the reduction of 
their own numbers without the use of 
cruel and contaminating poisons.) 
• Hunting for trophy animals (the 
larger, finer animals in the population) 
will decline because it is a practice that 
harms the breeding stock. 
• Mechanical devices that come be-
tween man and his prey (ultrapowered 
ammunition, telescopic sights, etc.) will 
decline in favor. 
• Lead shot, which still poisons over 
2 million waterfowl a year, and off-road 
vehicles, which carve up mountain 
slopes and their vegetation, will be 
banned. 
• Game departments will ban inhu-
mane management practices such as 
shooting animals from aircraft, catching 
animals with steel jaw traps, and poi-
soning predatory animals. 
• Public wildlife management agen-
cies will be represented by conserva-
tion and humane organizations such as 
HSUS, as well as sportsmen, and will be 
increasingly financed by general reve-
nues instead of by hunting and trapping 
license fees. 
• Wildlife on public lands will in-
creasingly be managed as a national re-
source. The American public will de-
mand that the government act more like 
a genuine trustee of its wildlife environ-
ments rather than allowing the states to 
dictate selfish management policies. 
• Elementary schools of the future 
will give children an insight into the 
complexity of relationships between peo-
ple and wild animals. Education in wild-
life at the high school level will analyze 
the moral principles and values of ani-
mal TV shows. 
Scheffer stressed that the public's 
feelings must be considered in wildlife 
management. He said that hunters must 
learn to accept the probability that most 
Above, CBS News Vice President Bill 
Leonard (left) accepts a citation for CBS's 
documentary ''The Guns of Autumn" from 
HSUS President John Hoyt. At right, Victor 
B. Scheffer accepts applause after receiving 
the Joseph Wood Krutch Medal. HSUS 
officers Roger Caras (center) and Goleman 
Burke made the presentation. At lower right, 
Kevin Chambers accepts the KIND Youth 
Recognition Award on behalf of the 
Oklahoma State University Animal Welfare 
League from KIND Director Dale Hylton. 
Americans have a spiritual and emo-
tional interest in wildlife that is as strong 
and legitimate as that of their own. 
"The rightness or wrongness of hunt-
ing and trapping depends on public atti-
tudes and preferences with respect to 
the uses of wildlife," Scheffer said. 
"Hunters and trappers will say that the 
opponents of wildlife killing are starry-
eyed, thoughtless, or illiterate. The truth 
is that many Americans would prefer to 
know that a wild animal population is un-
molested, is fluctuating naturally in num-
bers, and is suffering natural hardship, 
rather than being held at some con-
trolled level to provide shooting or trap-
ping." 
Perhaps his most welcome prediction 
was that Americans will stop talking 
about the hunting instincts of "our 
Neanderthal ancestors" and the historic 
contributions of hunters and trappers to 
wildlife conservation. "I have faith that 
increasing power will be inherited by 
those whom E. M. Forster would call 
'an aristocracy of the sensitive'," he 
said. 
The Joseph Wood Krutch Medal, 
named after the late naturalist writer, is 
given annually in recognition of "signifi-
cant contribution to the improvement of 
life and the environment." 
Photos by Frantz Dantzler 
The annual Kl NO Youth Recognition 
Award was presented to the Oklahoma 
State University Animal Welfare League 
for its work in Oklahoma and its as-
sistance to other college groups. In one 
of the most moving presentations of the 
conference, KIND Director R. Dale Hyl-
ton quoted Albert Schweitzer: "Grow 
into your ideals so that life can never 
rob you of them. If all of us could be-
come what we were at 14, what a differ-
ent place this world would be." 
HSUS issued special Certificates of 
Appreciation to CBS television for its 
highly controversial "The Guns of Au-
tumn" and to the Christian Science 
Monitor for its series on the cruelties of 
puppy mills. 
Workshops dealing with euthanasia 
methods, local society publicity, zoos, 
animal shelters, and humane education 
were well attended. One particularly 
popular workshop demonstrated a new 
concept in animal care. The Citizens for 
Ani mal Protection of Houston demon-
strated a mobile clinic that will soon be 
operating there to provide low-cost test-
ing for dogs. 
The 1976 Annual Conference will be 
held in Washington, D.C., Oct. 21 to 24. 
0 
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Copies of the following confer-
ence presentations are available 
from HSUS headquarters without 
charge: (a) keynote address by 
Roger Caras; (b) address by 
Lloyd Faulkner; (c) address by 
Victor B. Scheffer; (d) President's 
Report; (e) resolutions. 
HSUS Recommends 
THE POLITICS OF EXTINCTION, Lewis 
Regenstein (MacMillan, $9.95) 
The central question of this book is 
"Who is going to watch the watchmen?" 
and it is answered by the very fact that 
the question was raised. In short, Reg-
enstein alerts the public to the shock-
ing fact that the custodians to whom 
"We, the people" have entrusted the 
protection of much of our wildlife can-
not always be trusted. 
He leads us through a detail-packed 
tale and trail of the twilight of much of 
our wildlife. We wonder how any crea-
ture with four legs, wings, or flippers 
has managed to survive to this Bicen-
tennial Year. Our gun-toting, redblooded, 
meat-eating, fur-wearing, fellow citizens 
seem to have changed little since 1776; 
probably for the worse-for now we 
know our suvival is no longer tied to 
the deaths of free-roaming animals. But 
the animals' survival in 1976 and on-
ward, Regenstein makes clear, depends 
on how quickly the general public re-
lizes it can get along without eating, 
wearing, and shooting animals.: 
The young author-humanitarian (ex-
ecutive vice-president of the Fund for 
Animals) spreads before us the ghastly 
account of how we have done our red, 
white, and blue best to wipe out wolves, 
prairie dogs, grizzlies, cougars, coyotes, 
and black-footed ferrets, all in the name 
of the sacred triple "A"-arms, ammu-
nition, and agriculture. Add an "F" for 
fur and an "S" for fringe operations of 
science. 
But he tells, too, how in the relatively 
few years since the early 1960s the 
patriots who really love their land and 
the animals that roam on it have man-
aged to get such laws passed as the 
Endangered Species, Wild Horse, and 
Marine Mammal Acts. The thrust has 
come from the progressive animal wel-
fare organizations, not just the conser-
vation groups as popularly supposed. 
Regenstein removes the halo accorded 
the terms "wildlife management" by 
such groups as the National Wildlife 
Federation and most of the orthodox 
conservation groups. 
He is mindful, however, of the good 
these ambivalent ones do-and reserves 
his fire mainly for the vested interests 
that were unable to stop much of the 
protective legislation but still hold 
taught their lines to their men in Con-
gress, and, thus, to regulatory depart-
ments. So, as porpoises drown, coyotes 
are burned in their dens, and wild horses 
are hounded, Regenstein's question 
continues to arise: Who is to watch 
Commerce, Interior, and Agriculture? 
And candidates for Congress at election 
time? 
The answer: you and me. 
Regenstein has given us a valuable 
handbook that could have been greatly 
strengthened easy reference charts and 
tables. They should have shown what 
the new laws do and don't do. Also, the 
book needs a chapter on trapping. Some 
critics comment that the book is too 
emotional. Not so. In fact, a book of 
this type deserves writing that will make 
us feel the fire, the arrow, the poison, 
in the gut and in the soul. No writer-
alas, not even Regenstein-has done 
this, yet. 
Ann Cottrell Free 
UNDERDOG, Mordecai Siegal and 
Matthew Margolis (Stein and Day, 
$7.95) 
At last someone has written a coun-
terpart to those hundreds of books 
celebrating purebred dogs. Underdog 
champions the cause of the mixed breed 
dog, that often neglected animal which 
bears such undistinguished titles as 
mutt, mongrel, and cur. This book was 
authored by two men with exceptional 
expertise in the field of dog study and 
dog training. Siegal is contributing editor 
of Dogs Magazine and Margolis is di-
rector of the National Institute of Dog 
Training, Inc. 
Underdog shows rare sensitivity for 
the plight of a major segment of the 
dog population, a group that is the un-
deserved victim of an identity problem. 
In this book the mixed breed dog is por-
trayed as an animal that is not inferior 
but rather disadvantaged. The authors 
offer some persuasive arguments in 
favor of the mixed breed dogs' superiority 
to their more reknown counterparts. The 
cost of acquisition is minimal, in most 
cases amounting to only a shelter dona-
tion and neutering fee. The longevity 
study has indicated that mutts are twice 
as likely to survive to senior citizen age 
as are their aristocratic cousins. 
Siegal and Margolis also claim that 
many purebred dog lines have developed 
hereditary problems such as hip dyspla-
sia, and heart malfunctions are twice 
as common in purebreds as they are in 
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mutts. Although mutts and purebred 
dogs suffer from the same illnesses, the 
mutt has superior resistance to disease 
and is able to recover more quickly, 
probably because stress and sickness 
are no stranger to the mutt that was 
born in the trunk of an abandoned car. 
Underdog was not written solely to 
celebrate the nobility of the mixed breed 
dog. The book is a functional training 
manual designed specifically for the 
use of mutt owners. The authors con-
tend that registered dogs have behavioral 
characteristics that are common to their 
breed. A mixed breed dog is less pre-
dictable, and its training requires a 
special approach. 
Underdog is a must for the library of 
all those who champion the cause of the 
nation's millions of mutts. 
Guy R. Hodge 
GOD'S DOG, Hope Ryden (Coward, 
McCann & Geoghegan, Inc., $12.50) 
Hope Ryden is, in her every breath, a 
spokesperson for the humane ethic. She 
is also a fighter. Thank heavens she can 
write, for he books are justifiably pop-
ular, and they are important to the 
cause. 
Hope Ryden's most recent battle is on 
behalf of the most persecuted wild ani-
mals in America today, the little wolf, the 
one the Indians say is smarter than man: 
the coyote. She went to live among the 
coyotes and to know them deeply and 
personally. She knew one from the other 
and knew their personalities and pro-
blems. She takes us with her in this 
book, in words and pictures, until we, 
too, are in the company of God's little 
dog. 
Hope Ryden writes well and photo-
graphs wild'life well. Furthermore, she 
cares with a heart we all approve of. It 
stands to reason that God's Dog must 
be one of the very next books you read. 
Roger Caras 
Ann Cottrell Free is a Washington 
D. C., writer and correspondent on ani-
mal welfare and the environment. 
Guy R. Hodge is director of research 
and data services tor HSUS. 
Roger Caras is a correspondent on 
nature and the environment tor ABC- TV 
News, author of many books on animals, 
and an HSUS vice president. 
HSUS Offers Personalized TV Spots to Local Group·s 
HSUS is offering a new service to local animal welfare organizations to help them take advantage of the free time that 
TV stations are required to devote to messages from community groups. Working with an established film producer, HSUS 
has produced a 60-second public service announcement calling for responsibility by pet owners. The spot will be person-
alized for each purchasing organization by the addition of a visual listing of the group's name, logo, address, and phone 
number at the end of the spot. 
If response to this pilot spot is enthusiastic, HSUS plans to call for the filming of 5 more spots during the year. Other 
subjects "being considered are trapping, rodeo, endnagered species, dogs in overheated cars, and a direct appeal for 
contributions. 
Here's how it works. A group that wishes to purchase this first spot will be required to buy one spot for every commer-
cial TV station in their viewing area, up to a maximum of 5. If there are more than 5 stations in the viewing area, the spots 
for those stations will be supplied at no additional cost. The first spot will cost $49. The second spot will be $35, and all 
remaining spots will cost $25 each. In addition, there will be a one-time art cost of $35 for adding the local group's 
identification. No spot will be sold without this personalized identification. 
Compute costs using the chart below: 
Number of TV Stations 2 3 4 5 
Total Cost, Including Art Charge $85 $119 $144 $189 $194 
Here is the "story board" for the first spot: 
AUDIO 
NARRATOR: You call it putting an animal to sleep. We 
call it euthanasia. And we don't like it any more than you 
do. According to The Humane Society of the United States, 
more than 13 million unwanted animals are being put to 
death each year. And the problem's getting worse! Kill-
ing animals is not the answer. More shelters are not the 
answer. The solution is up to you. You've got to be a 
more responsible pet owner. Won't you please help us 
and the animals? Have your pet spayed or neutered. Keep 
it at home where it belongs. Help us stop this needless 
waste of life. We really don't want to do this any more. 
VISUAL 
An animal she, A shelter worker draws fluid out of a 
bottle into a syringe. Expression of dread as he looks at 
scared dog being held on table. Man is unable to meet 
dog's look. Camera pans back and forth between man 
and dog. 
Freeze frame on dog. 
Because of the high costs of film editing, there can be no changes in the spot itself. The only mention of HSUS in the 
spot is the statement printed above in the narrative. 
Send your order, accompanied by a check made out to HSUS, to: Personalized Public Service Announcements, The 




The New Jersey Supreme Court will 
hear oral arguments this winter in a 2-
year-old suit aimed at breaking the 
monopoly of hunting and fishing repre-
sentatives on the State Fish and Game 
Council. The suit, filed by the HSUS 
New Jersey Branch and other environ-
mental groups, challenges the law that 
requires the governor to appoint a ma-
jority of council members from nominees 
provided by the New Jersey Federation 
of Sportsmen's Clubs. These nominees 
invariably favor use of public lands for 
hunting and fishing. Consequently, the 
non-hunting public, which represents a 
majority of the population, has little say 
in the use of lands belonging to all the 
people. 
The suit contends that the constitu-
tional rights of equal protection under 
the law are being denied this majority, 
which includes hikers, campers, pho-
tographers, bird watchers, and other 
persons who pursue non-destructive 
activities on public lands. This argument 
proved convincing to a lower state court, 
which last year declared the law uncon-
stitutional. 
In spite of the fact that the grizzly bear 
is listed as a "threatened species" under 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, the 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS), 
under regulations published in July, con-
tinues to permit sport hunting of the 
bears on federal lands in Montana, ex-
cluding Glacier National Park. The num-
ber of bears killed each year is limited 
to 25, although there is inadequate cen-
sus data to support any bag limits. FWS 
justified the hunting as a measure to 
engender in the species a continuing re-
spect for human beings, which, FWS 
reasoned, will reduce the chance of 
threats to human safety and property. 
The rationale behind the federal gov-
ernment's policy of allowing public hunt-
ing on national wildlife refuges was 
undermined by the necropsy results on 
the 1974 deer hunt at the Great Swamp 
National Wildlife Refuge in New Jersey. 
In December, 1974, the government 
opened Great Swamp to deer hunting, 
claiming that the hunting was necessary 
because the 600-deer herd was showing 
signs of starvation, malnutrition and dis-
ease. The 5,900-acre refuge, the gov-
ernment claimed, could provide enough 
food for only 250 deer. However, of the 
120 deer killed in last year's hunt, gov-
ernment pathologists examined 63 and 
found no signs of disease or malnutri-
tion, thus contradicting the government's 
contention that browse on the refuge 
was inadequate. The report also con-
firmed HSUS's long-standing position 
that the government policy is based es-
sentially on political decisions and not 
on principles of sound wildlife manage-
ment. 
Persons and organizations wishing to 
voice their opposition to the hunting of 
grizzly bears on public lands should ex-
press their views to Lynn A. Greenwalt, 
director of the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Serv-
ice, U.S. Dept. of the Interior, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20240. 
* * * 
THE State of Maryland recently 
strengthened its anti-cruelty laws by 
enacting H.B. 807, which permits offi-
cials to take a mistreated animal into 
custody even if the owner of the animal 
is present. The Maryland General As-
sembly also broke new legal ground by 
mandating that in animal-related activi-
ties that may cause physical pain, such 
as food processing, animal training, 
hunting, and pest elimination, cruelty 
shall mean the failure to employ the 
most humane method reasonably avail-
able. 
Another new Maryland law (S. B. 116), 
which became effective July 1, 1975, 
outlaws the sale of kittens and puppies 
under 8 weeks of age unless accompa-
nied by their dam. The law is enforced 
by fines but does not apply to animals 
used in research. 
All briefs have been filed in the case 
before the U.S. Supreme Court that will 
decide the constitutionality of the Wild 
and Free-Roaming Horse and Burro Act 
of 1971. HSUS filed a brief as friend of 
the court in support of the act. Other 
supporting briefs were filed by the 
American Horse Protection Assn., the 
International Assn. of Game, Fish and 
Conservation Commissioners, author 
Hope Ryden, and the U.S. Dept. of Jus-
tice. Opposing the act are the livestock 
and grazing agencies of the states of 
New Mexico, Idaho, and Nevada and 
the Duckwater Shoshone Tribe. 
The act placed all wild horses and 
burros residing on federal lands under 
the protection and management of the 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior in an effort to 
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eliminate the indiscriminate slaughter 
and commercial exploitation of these 
animals. 
The parties opposing the act claim 
that it encroaches upon traditional no-
tions of state control of resident wildlife 
and upon the very sovereignty of those 
western states in which the federal gov-
ernment still owns most of the land. Up-
holding the act, they contend, will mean 
that Congress can override existing 
state fish and game laws at will. 
The parties in favor of the act contend 
that the power granted to Congress by 
the Constitution to "make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the ... 
property belonging to the United States" 
includes the power to manage and pro-
tect resident wildlife. HSUS, in its brief, 
argued: 
The "use" of the public lands 
means more than putting 
such lands at the disposal of 
local agricultural or commer-
cial interests for purposes of 
grazing, mining, and so forth. 
There are broader public 
uses which are well within 
the Congressional power 
both to allow and to effectu-
ate on behalf of the Ameri-
can public, and among such 
uses is the protection and 
management of wild horses 
and burros, which, as the 
Senate committee declared, 
"belong to all of the Ameri-
can people ... (and) are liv-
ing symbols of the rugged in-
dependence and tireless 
energy of our pioneer heri-
tage." 
Far more is at stake in this suit than 
the welfare of wild horses and burros. If 
the court invalidates the act, the states' 
claim to jurisdiction over resident wild-
life will be bolstered and the fate of such 
wildlife will be in the hands of state fish 
and game departments. These agencies 
are largely dominated by pro-hunting 
and commercial interests, operate in a 
closeted political atmosphere, and are 
usually less susceptible to points of 
view provided by environmental and 
humane groups than are the federal au-
thorities. Furthermore, it is far more ad-
vantageous and productive for environ-
mental and humane groups to be able 
to exert influence on one central wild-
life management authority in Washing-
ton than to work through 50 state au-
thorities. 
A bill sponsored by Rep. Leonor Sulli-
van (D-Mo.), H.R. 10229, would render 
enforcement of the Endangered Species 
Act more difficult, if not chaotic. The 
bill would exempt from the act's provi-
sions those inventories of parts or prod-
ucts of endangered species lawfully 
within the United States by or on Dec. 
28, 1973. The problem the bill would 
create for enforcement authorities lies 
in the difficulty of distinguishing legal 
from illegal inventortes. The result would 
undoubtedly encourage smuggling of 
products derived from endangered 
species. Also, the dumping of existing 
inventories on the market would re-es-
tablish their use and encourage further 
smuggling. 
* * * 
The Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service (APHIS) of the U.S. Dept. 
of Agriculture, the agency in charge of 
the execution and enforcement of the 
U.S. Animal Welfare Act, reported in 
July that the number of ani mal dealers, 
exhibitors, and researchers licensed and 
inspected under the act rose sharply in 
1974. 
By the end of 1974, APHIS had li-
censed a total of 5,133 animal dealers, a 
20% increase over the total number 
(4,287) licensed in the previous year. 
There were 1,097 licensed or registered 
animal exhibitors, up 23% from the 890 
listed a year earlier. A total of 967 re-
search facilities were registered at the 
end of 1974, compared to 865 the pre-
vious year, a 12% increase. The re-
sult of the increase of licensees and 
registrants, plus stricter enforcement, 
more than doubled routine compliance 
inspections during 1974-22,939 com-
pared to 10,965 in 1973. Searches to 
find persons evading regulations went to 
11,691 in 1974, up from 6,001 the pre-
vious year. Litigation was under way in 
31 cases of alleged violations, up from 
11 cases the previous year. 
* * * 
Last October a federal administrative 
law judge issued a cease and desist 
order against a Fayetteville, N.C., ken-
nel operator charged with violating the 
Animal Welfare Act. J. L. Joyner, owner 
of the Twin Oaks Kennels, was charged 
by APHIS with shipping puppies in poor 
health without proper forms and identifi-
cation. APHIS and Joyner reached an 
agreement, endorsed by the judge, to 
eliminate the violations. 0 
Sale of Monkeys 
Banned by HEW 
The U.S. Dept. of Health, Education, 
and Welfare (HEW) has banned the im-
portation of monkeys for commercial 
sale into the U. S. because they threaten 
humans with a variety of infectious dis-
eases. HEW issued the order last Oc-
tober to prohibit the importation of 
nonhuman primates except for bona fide 
scientific, educational, or exhibition pur-
poses. The order also establishes a 
mandatory disease surveillance and con-
trol program for monkeys imported 
under prov1s1ons of the regulation. 
Although significant, HEW's action will 
reduce only slightly the massive number 
of exotic animals being imported into 
the U. S. by the pet industry. The indus-
try continues to import many species of 
animals that pose a disease threat to 
people, domestic animals, and native 
American wildlife. This, coupled with a 
high mortality rate of wild animals 
caught and shipped by commercial ani-
mal dealers, as well as a high euthanasia 
rate for animals rejected by their own-
ers after they have been purchased, has 
made the traffic in imported pets a na-
tional scandal. 
For the past 2 years officials at 
the U. S. Dept of the Interior have been 
talking about issuing regulations to limit 
the importation of wild al"]imals that 
would be injurious to people by em-
ploying the little-used Lacey Act of 1900. 
HSUS has encouraged Interior to pro-
ceed with the proposal, but it now ap-
pears as though the agency has 
reached an impasse on the issue. 
Congressional opposition has been 
a major reason for Interior's dilemma. 
Last June, Rep. Robert L. Leggett (D-
Calif.), chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Wildlife Conservation of the Commit-
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
held a private, unrecorded meeting 
with pet industry representatives and 
subsequently rejected Interior's pro-
posed regulations. Leggett said the 
regulations would be burdensome to im-
porters and nearly impossible to dis-
charge. 
In July, Nathaniel P. Reed, assistant 
secretary of Interior for fish, wildlife, 
and parks, assurred Leggett that Interior 
would review his recommendations. But 
Interior has not yet submitted any new 
proposals to Congress. 
HSUS is convinced this issue will be 
ignored by Interior and Congress unless 
the public protests the lack of govern-
ment action. HSUS urges all members 
and supporters to write immediately to 
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CARAS Continued 
again and again, and I will say it on the 
day I die if I have time. It is wrong to 
cause pain. It is wrong to cause fear, 
and to allow preventable pain and pre-
ventable fear to exist is not less a culpa-
ble offense than causing it. That is my 
credo. I will argue it in heaven or hell. 
I will face any man or woman alive and 
argue it forever. It is wrong to cause 
pain and fear-to allow it is as bad as 
causing it. And just as long as that credo 
and that belief can be introduced into 
any specific argument, we need never 
fear a test or a challenge. That is a clear 
and positive right. I am more sure of it 
than I am of my private view of God and 
religion. I am more sure of that than I 
am of anything else in my experience as 
a man. As long as I believe that that 
credo is a valid view of my responsibility 
on earth, I, for one, will fear no argu-
ment and no man-1 can live on and 
with it. 
I hope you can find in your own heart 
a conviction as strong, for together we 
will strike fear in more than the heart of 
the hunter. We will one day eradicate all 
among us who are vestigial, all who are 
left over from the cave, all who have 
come forward into our time and threaten 
to contaminate the future of mankind 
(our children) with the stink and the rot 
of pain and terror glorified. They are 
wrong; we are right. I can state no 
other certainty with so much conviction. 
God bless you for what you stand for, 
and for what you do, and for where you 
are leading mankind. D 
the Dept. of the Interior urging the Sec-
retary to issue the final regulations and 
protesting the continued sacrifice of 
exotic animals by the pet industry. Write 
to: The Hon. Thomas Kleppe, Secretary, 
The Dept. of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C. 20240. D 
Regional Office Moves 
The HSUS Gulf States Regional 
Office has been relocated. The 
new address is: 
HSUS Gulf States Regional Office 
Building A, Room 209 
5333 Everhart Rd. 
Corpus Christi, TX 78411 
News Briefs 
Workshops Set for Ohio, 
Texas, Puerto Rico 
HSUS will conduct several leadership 
development workshops in the coming 
months. The workshops are designed to 
aid municipal officials, animal control 
officers, animal shelter workers, and 
local humane society leaders in solving 
animal control problems and conduct-
ing animal welfare programs. The ses-
sions are under the direction of HSUS 
Director of Animal Sheltering and Con-
trol Phyllis Wright. Workshops will be 
held in Austin, Texas, on April 9 and 10, 
San Juan, P.R., on May 14 and 15, 
Columbus, Ohio, on May 22 and 23, and 
Portland, Ore., on June 11 and 12. For 
further information, write: WORKSHOPS, 
c/o HSUS headquarters. 
PROMOTION OF CRUELTY-This float pro-
moting coon-in-a-tree events was entered in 
a Frankfort, Ky., parade last December to 
honor Julian Carroll, Kentucky's new gov-
ernor. HSUS condemns this so-called 
"sport" and any other activities that in-
volve cruelty to animals. 
Pet Breeding Scheme 
Protested by HSUS 
HSUS President John A. Hoyt has 
protested to President Gerald Ford 
White House encouragement of a plan 
by the founder of Docktor Pet Centers 
to obtain a Small Business Adm. (SBA) 
loan to train disadvantaged persons to 
breed and raise pets for the pet industry. 
Milton Docktor, who is now head of 
Pedigree Industries in Marblehead, 
Mass., announced last summer that the 
White House had encouraged him in a 
scheme to train 400 veterans, minorities, 
and other economically or socially dis-
advantaged persons to undertake the 
breeding of pets, the manufacture of 
pet products, and the operation of 
grooming centers, pet cemeteries, retail 
pet shops, and dog training facilities. 
The program would be part of the federal 
Handicapped Entrepreneur Lending Pro-
gram (HELP), funded by SBA. 
Hoyt sent President Ford a copy of 
the recent HSUS Special Report on 
Controlling America's Pet Population 
and urged him to withdraw White House 
support of the Docktor plan. 
Environmental Alliance 
Promotes Earth Week 
HSUS has joined forces with more 
than 25 organizations in the Alliance for 
Environmental Education to help in-
crease public awareness of environ-
mental problems. The Alliance, with a 
combined membership of more than 11 
million people, was formed in 1973 to 
help citizens understand their rela-
tionship to the ecosystem and to rec-
ognize and solve environmental prob-
lems. 
HSUS, through its Norma Terris 
Humane Education Center, will conduct 
workshops on humane education with 
member organizations during the Al-
liance's annual Earth Week program. 
This year's Earth Week is slated for 
April 22-29. HSUS members and 
friends who would like more information 
or materials on the event should write: 
John Dommers, director, Norma Terris 
Humane Education Center, Box 98, East 
Haddam CT 06423. 
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Congress Hears HSUS 
On Trapping Issue 
There can be no justification for trap-
ping or any other activity that needlessly 
inflicts pain on wildlife, an HSUS rep-
resentative told a Congressional hear-
ing last November. 
Guy R. Hodge, HSUS director of re-
search and data services, testified be-
fore a subcommittee of the House 
Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries at the invitation of the commit-
tee. The Subcommittee on Fisheries, 
Wildlife Conservation and the Environ-
ment heard testimony from trappers and 
anti-hunting groups in preparation for 
possible action on H. R. 66 (Anderson, 
D-Calif.), a bill designed to discourage 
the use of any painful devices in trap-
ping wildlife. 
"Trappers have an obligation to con-
duct their trade in a manner that does 
not cause suffering to animals," Hodge 
said. "It is past time that we place ac-
countability squarely on the shoulders of 
the fur industry." 
Hodge emphasized that wildlife are 
the property of all the people and that 
the people as a whole, therefore, have a 
right and responsibility to determine 
how wildlife will be treated and used. 
"HSUS maintains that we do not have 
an obligation to protect an industry that 
is unwilling or unable to comply with 
fundamental doctrines of humane con-
duct toward other living creatures," he 
said. 
The Needs of Animals 
Will Continue 
Long After You Are Gone 
Man's cruelty and irresponsibility 
to animals will not end in our life-
time. Long after today's humani-
tarians are gone, animals will need 
defenders and protectors. 
The Humane Society of the 
United States will be happy to 
send you a booklet on how to 
make the best use of your animal 
welfare bequest. 
Write in complete confidence to: 
Murdaugh Stuart Madden, Vice 
President/General Counsel, The 
Humane Society of the United 
States, 2100 L Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20037. 
California Man Named 
HSUS Investigator 
HSUS President John A. Hoyt has 
announced the appointment of Philip E. 
Steward to the position of field service 
investigator for HSUS. 
Steward, former executive director of 
the Sacramento (Calif.) SPCA, will be 
working with Frantz Dantzler, director of 
field services and ·investigations, on 
HSUS's investigative staff in Wash-
ington, D.C. 
Steward brings to HSUS a com-
prehensive background of animal wel-
fare experience. He worked as a cruelty 
investigator for the Metropolitan Ani-
mal Shelter in Columbus, Ga., and as 
chief investigator for the Humane So-
ciety of Pomona Valley (Calif.) before 
joining the Sacramento SPCA. 
Humane Seizure Law 
On Trial in California 
A California law that allows humane 
officers to seize animals that are aban-
doned or neglected by their owners is 
being challenged as unconstitutional in 
the state's superior court. 
Nathaniel S. Colley, defense attorney 
for Virginia Lamb and Thomas Neveraz, 
filed a civil suit in Sacramento charging 
that his clients' rights under the Fourth 
Amendment to the U. S. Constitution 
were violated when humane officers 
seized their horses without a warrant. 
Last April state humane officers from 
the Sacramento SPCA removed 19 
horses from a breeding stable operated 
by Ms. Lamb and Neveraz because the 
animals were starving and in need of 
veterinary care. The officers acted under 
section 597f of the California Penal 
Code, which stipulates that it is the duty 
of humane officers to take custody of 
neglected animals and provide them with 
suitable care. Ms. Lamb and Neveraz 
were subsequently convicted on four 
counts of cruelty to animals. 
Philip Steward, who recently joined 
the HSUS headquarters staff as an in-
vestigator, testified at the cruelty trial. 
The lawsuit will establish whether or 
not it is legal for humane officers to 
seize private property (the horses) with-
out a prior hearing or warrant. Such 
hearings and warrants often take 2 to 
3 weeks to obtain, while the animals 
suffer or die in the interim. A court 
ruling against immediate seizure could 
set a precedent for other states to follow. 
Hodge Addresses Students 
On Wildlife Management 
Guy R. Hodge of the HSUS staff spoke 
to students and faculty of the Div. of 
Forestry at West Virginia University 
last November about HSUS wildlife 
management policies. "To date, wild-
life management has been operating on 
the assumption that wildlife resources 
exist solely for the use and benefit of 
man," he said. "Wildlife managers can 
and should play a vital role in non-
consumptive wildlife programs, as 
well." 
Hodge said wildlife management is at 
a crossroads in its history and moving 
toward the day when it will no longer be 
the dominant theme of state or federal 
wildlife programs. He pointed out that, 
historically, fish and game agencies 
have been tied to a narrow-based, high-
ly specialized constituency of hunters, 
trappers, and fishermen. "Wildlife man-
agement has operated as a closed cor-
poration," he said. "Persons with di-
vergent views on the utilization of wild-
life have been treated as though their 
concerns were alien and dangerous to 
the foundation of wildlife management 
principles." 
Hodge concluded that sport hunters' 
purchase of lands for the acquisition 
and preservation of wildlife habitat do 
not qualify the hunter as a multi-billion-
dollar benefactor of wildlife programs. 
He noted that the hunter should not be 
considered the only source of financial 
support for wildlife programs. 
Saginaw Dog Pound 
Assisted by HSUS 
HSUS has been providing assistance 
to a local animal welfare organization 
to improve conditions at the Saginaw 
County Dog Pound in Saginaw, Mich. 
Phyllis Wright, HSUS director of ani-
mal sheltering and control, inspected 
the pound last fall at the request of Tri-
City Humanita'rians and Concerned Citi-
zens for Animal Welfare. She found 
overcrowded pens, sick animal~ living 
with healthy ones, and no protection 
from the elements on outside runs. She 
urged county officials to improve the 
method of euthanasia and to emphasize 
the adoption of unwanted animals in 
preference to the present policy of sell-
ing them to animal dealers. 
Since then, the county has hired a 
new shelter director, as a first step to-
ward implementing these recommenda-
tions and other changes. 
Greyhound Publication 
Cites HSUS Articles 
HSUS's articles on the cruelties in-
volved in greyhound racing in the Au-
tumn 1975 issue of The Humane So-
ciety News has drawn worried com-
ments from the December issue of the 
Greyhound Review. 
The Review, which promotes grey-
hound racing, asked, "How do we re-
fute what these people are saying? 
What step can be taken to present a 
strong rebuttal against their allega-
tions?" 
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